™

P A2d
b Approved FE/REIAS0N0o pidmiaamip R R IR 000100100041
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY REPORT NO._
INFORMATION FROM
FOREIGN DOCUMENTS OR RADIO BROADCASTS CD NO.
COUNTRY Foreign DATE OF

INFORMATION 1¢-20 Mar 1950
SUBJECT FOREIGN RADIO REACTION TO SECRETARY
ACHESON'S BERKELEY SPEECH

DATE DIST, 1
;IS;VUSHED Radio Broadcasts —'QMaran'O

WHERE

PUBLISHED “\w NO. OF PAGES :

DATE ®
PUBLISHED 16-20 March 1950 ‘n

SUPPLEMENT TO
LANGUAGE Several REPORT NO.

JAINS INFORMATION AFFECTING THE NATIONAL DEFENSE
OF THE UN MEANING OF ESPIONAGE ACT 50

U. 5. C.. 31 AND 32, AS AMENDED" R THE HlV!LATIRON. THIS IS UNEVALUATED INFORMAHON

OF. ITS CONTENTS IN ANY MANNER TO AN UNAU
HIBITED BY LAW. REPRODUCTION OF THIS FORM 1S PROHIBITED.

SOURCE FBIB (This strictly factusl report is based solely on monitored fore ign radio
broadcasts received in Washington up to 7 a.m., 20 March 1950, It
reproduces a report prepared in regponse to a special request.)

INTRODUCTION: With a reaction.gpeed entirely out of character, Moacow's :nitial
response to Secretary Acheson's Berkeley speech wes broadcast on 18 March--les:: then two
days after its delivery. Soviet propagandists usuelly take at least three to jour days
to react to important events not of Soviet devising, The remarkable alacrity ¢t
response to the Berkeley speech suggests that it may have been considered a ma’'or threat
to the massive and long-sustained Soviet "peace™ cempaign, or that esteblished Soviet
propaganda directives were considered sufficient to handle it--or both. The iritial

Soviet reaction, broedcast to the Soviet domestic audience, was embodied in a I ITERARY

GAZETTE article, "Total Hysteria of an American Lier," by Anatoli Surov, the viiifying

author of the play "The Med Haberdasher." This was followed the next dey by Viktorov's

PRAVDA asrticle, "The Total Diplomacy of Acheson in the Service of the Policy of Aggreasion,"

also broadcast over the Soviet Home Service* Outside of the USSR, Commnist meiia,

somevhat slower with their comments ; 8enerally follow the Soviet lead. Approva: comes

_ from most of the Western-oriented radios.
"INTENSIFICATION OF AMERICAN AGGRESETON": Filled with a conglomerétion of viliication,
denials, and counter-charges, the entirely negative Soviet-Communist comments ii:sue foyth
without even a momentary change of propagenda pace. As with practically all ofi'ieial
statements of American foreign policy, Acheson's speech 18 treated as further evidence
"not only of a continmation dut also of an intensification of the aggressive course of

U.S. foreign policy.” Particular significance is seen in his warning that the imerican

desire for peace must be supported by strength, "To reach one's aim, to solve ithe

Problems by force--this is the most significant and of the speech,” says Surov. And

Acheson's concept of total diplomacy, allegedly borrowed from Eitler and his rejiance on
force and deceit, 1s.sald to be "apparently designed to replace the finally outvorn

* Viktorov's PRAVPA article has since been broadcast st least 25 different timeg‘-
to foreign audiences; Surov's article has been beamed only to the domestic audience,
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tgtomic diplomacy®...."” Thus, Acheson "stends before us a hired lackey of the instigators
of war who spent his scanty brains in attempts to belie truth, freedom, and‘puce,”

"I, TES AND SLANDERS": Where Viktorov undertakes a stereotyped point-by-point rsbuttal of
Acheson's seven points, Surov resorts to a more peraonal type of calumniation 28 well.
Acheson, "obvicusly envying Ribbentrop ," is called an "incorrigible liar" and "fasciat-
like dipiomat™ who "orawls to the end of his speech like a snake.” As for the apeech
1tself, Surov studs his description of it with such phrases as: "congiderable igglomeration
of fantastic lies," "entangled in absurd assurances,” "writhing in the mud of ais own
-inventions,” "hackneyed inventions about (the USSR)," and "abundantly interspersed with
anti-Soyiet slander.” Tt is thus implied that everything Acheson said was a tissue of
lies~~@htopounded by slanders against the USSR. .

THE IDEA OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE: Although many of these alleged lies and slaaders are
spelled out in stereotyped detail, it may be noted that Soviet-Communist comments avoid
explicit reference to Acheson's expressed belief in the possibility of peaceful coexistence.
Instesd, as if implying that this were solely a Soviet idea, Moscow cites Acheson’'s '
warning sgainst any moral compromise with internstional Communism as indicativs of his
"doubts that the two systems... can really exist side by side." And the "value of his
ingincere statement on the resdiness of the U.S. to cooperate in genuine efforts to find
pé“gcef’ul settlements"” is assertedly exposed by his reference to the need for American
st¥ength, . .

ACHESON'S MOTIVES--(1) TO ASSUAGE THE PEOPLE’S DESIRE FOR PEACE: One of the standard
Soviet-Cormunist methods of discrediting Western statements dedicated to the idea of
feace and international cooperation is to claim that they represent hypocritical
responses to the growing demends of the people, whose wish for peace .cen no lcnger be
dgnored. In the face of these demsnds, says Moscow, "the reactionary politicians* are
forced to resort to all kinds of tricks and inventions"; and Acheson‘s speech is Jjust
another of these "demagogical attempts to win public opinion.," This theme is stressed
in practically all of the Soviet-Communist comments on the speech.

ACEESON®S MOTIVES--(2) TO COUNTER THE REPUBLICAN-PARTY ATTACKS: While referring to the
Tgrowing diseatisfaction in certain circles of the ruling top American group” as one of
the elements motivating Acheson’s speech, Moscow does not deal explicitly witk the
recent Republican attack# on Acheson and the State Department. Radio Warssw, however,
does. cite "these Republisan attacks"*#* in explaining that Acheson was seeking a way out
of “this somewhat compromising situation.” But the Republicen attacks are dismissed
as of relatively minor significance since they are held to be merely electiontering
maneuvers, "For that reason, the dissatisfaction among the masses on account of the
U.S. foreign policy is of far greater significance.”

The only Western-oriented radio to have mentioned the Republican attacks as ore of the
alleged reasons for Acheson’'s speech is Radio Madrid; it claims that Senator McCarthy's
"gensetional revelations... had forced Acheson to hurry up & radical change of policy....”
Grudging approval is accorded this change of policy; but in view of Soviet intransigence,
Madrid expresses doubt as to whether Agheson's "newly formulated peace prograr” will be
any more successful than "its predecessors.”

WESTERN-ORTENTED COMMENT: There is general agreement that the issue of peace is now up
to the Soviet Union, and that peace would be possible provided the seven poinis were
accepted by the USSR. But there is general doubt that this will be the case. A French
comment points out that, in any case, the Communist world does not believe thet
coexistence "is destined to last long."™ Acheson's forthrightness, the "new fuce of
American diplomacy,” receives favorable comment. There are few references to his
rejection of peace at any price.

#  McMahon, Tydings, and Connally are specifically mentioned; but their propoi:als,
because of the conditions attached, are categorically rejected.

#* Egpecially those associated with Acheson's statements about Alger Higs and his
recommendstion for Gubitchev's deportetion; also, McCarthy‘s charges sbout Cammnists
in the Stete Department.
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